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PER CURI AM

Tayl or was charged in one count of a four-count indictnent with
conspiring to distribute cocaine base, in violation of 21 U S C
88 841(a)(1) and 846. Pursuant to a witten plea agreenent, Tayl or agreed
to plead guilty to the charge, and al so agreed to a sentence of 60 nobnths
i npri sonnent. The plea agreement stated that the 60-nmonth sentence
"conport[ed] with the anount of drugs attributable to [Taylor] and U S.S. G
6B1.2(c)(1)." Following Taylor's guilty plea, the district court!?
sentenced himto 60 nonths inprisonnent and four years supervised rel ease,
and granted the governnment's notion to dismss the remmining counts in the
i ndi ctrent agai nst Taylor. On appeal, Taylor's appointed counsel has filed
a brief pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967), in which he
argues that the district court erred inits
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drug-quantity determ nation at sentencing.

We conclude that Taylor waived any objection to the sentence the
district court inposed by agreeing that a 60-nonth sentence was the
mandat ory mininmum accepting the benefits of his plea agreenent, and
agreeing further that the sentence conported with the drug quantity
attributable to him See United States v. Durham 963 F.2d 185, 187 (8th
Cir.), cert. denied, 506 U S. 1023 (1992); United States v. Fritsch, 891
F.2d 667, 668 (8th Cir. 1989).

In accordance with Penson v. Chio, 488 U S. 75, 80 (1988), we have
reviewed the record, and find no nonfrivolous issues for appeal.

Accordingly, we affirm
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